FISCAL NOTE

Bill #: SB0437 Title: Specid landowner big game license
based on acreage
Primary
Sponsor: Mack Cole Status:  AslIntroduced
Sponsor signature Date Chuck Swysgood, Budget Director Date
Fiscal Summary
FY 2002 FY 2003

Difference Difference

Exenditures:
State Special Revenue Unknown Unknown

Revenue: Unknown Unknown

State Specia Revenue

Net Impact on General Fund Balance: ($0) ($0)
Yes No Yes No
X Sgnificant Loca Gov. Impact X Technical Concerns
X Incuded in the Executive Budget X Sgnificant Long-Term Impacts
X Dedicated Revenue Form Attached X Family Impact Form Attached
Fiscal Analysis
ASSUMPTIONS:
1. Eachqudifying property in Section 1 will utilize the complimentary program to the full extent (2
deer/2 antelope)

2. Itisunknown how many landowners will qudify and participate in the complimentary programin
Section 1. Landowners who receive complimentary licenses probably would have purchased a deer
license at the regular price of $13. The second complimentary license will be given to a person who
aso would have purchased a deer license at the regular price of $13. Similarly, landowners may have
purchased antel ope licenses at the regular price of $11. A loss of revenue will occur as aresult, but
the amount is difficult to quantify because of the unknown number of potentia participants.
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3. Itisunknown how many landowners will quaify and participate in the complimentary program in
Section 2. Landowners who receive the complimentary ek permit probably would have purchased the
same permit a the regular price of $3. A minima loss of revenue will occur as aresult, but the
amount is difficult to quantify because of the unknown number of potentid participants.

4. The need for supplemental game damage licenses identified in Section 3 is dependent upon multiple
factors that are not within the agency’s contral, i.e. winter weether, summer fire season, etc.

5. Section 3 may result in new revenues when supplementa game damage licenses are issued at regular
prices. The amount of new revenue is difficult to quantify because of assumption #4.

6. Thecog of producing complimentary licenses is insgnificant; management of the contracting and
game damage components of the bill can be handled within current program budgets.

FISCAL IMPACT:

FY 2002 FY 2003

Difference Difference
Expenditures:
Operating Unknown Unknown
Funding:
State Specia Revenue (02) Unknown Unknown
Revenues.
State Specia Revenue (02) Unknown Unknown

Net Impact to Fund Balance (Revenue minus Expenditure):

State Special Revenue (02) Unknown Unknown

TECHNICAL NOTES

1.

2.

3.

o O

It isnot clear whether a*“large landowner” could split their property into smal 1,200 acre pieces and get
more licenses than intended.

Itisnot clear if theintent isto dlow alandowner who owns property that might span multiple hunting
digrictsto hunt in al digtricts on one license or permit.

SB437 does not dlow participation in the specid drawingsif the gpplicant is participating in this program.
Applications for complimentary deer and antelope licenses (Section 1) and public hunting access
agreements (Section 2) must be completed by June 1 of each year to dlow for identification within the
specid drawings.

Under Section 3(4)(b), will hunters unsuccessful in the drawings for alicense within a hunting digtrict be
offered the opportunity for alicense before going to a firs-come first- served?

No “regular” priced ek license exists for nonresidents.

It isunclear if anindividua can harvest an dk, then recaive another dk license under the damage hunt
portion of this program and potentidly harvest a second ek in the same license year.



